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The CONTENTS. 


{ I. Mr. Hill endeavours. to ſcreen his miſ- 
takes, by preſenting the world with a wron 
view of the controverſy, —\ II. His charge, 
that the practical religion recommended in the 
Checks © undermines both law and goſpel,” is 
retorted ; and the Mediator's Law of Liberty 
is defended, —\ III. Mr. H's faint atiempt 
to ſhow, that his ſcheme differs from ſpeculative 
antinomanſm : His inconſiſtency in pleading 
for and againſt fin, is illuſtrated by Fudakh's 
behaviour to Tamar. IV. 4. Mr. H's 
ſpecial requeſt Mr. Ful ſome [a groſs antino- 
mian, firſt introduced to the world by the Rev. 
Mr. Berridge | is brought upon the ſtage of the 
controverſy. Mr. B. attempts in vain to bind 
him with Calviniſtic cords, ——\ V. Mr. Hill 
cannot defend his dofrines of grace before the 
judicious, by producing a hiſt of the groſs anti- 
nomians, that may be found in Mr. Weſley's 
ſocieties. $ VI. Mr. Hill, after paſſing over 
all the arguments and ſcriptures of the 4th Check, 
attacks an illuſtration with the IXth. Article. 
His ſtroke is warded off, and that article turned 
againſt Caluiniſm.——\ VII. His moral creed 
about faith and works is incompatible with his 
immoral ſyſtem. $ VIII. He raiſes a cloud 


of duſt about a fair, though abridged quotation 


From Dr. Owen; and in his eagerneſs to charge 
3 Mr. 
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| Fi | 
| Mr. Weſley and his ſecond with diſingenu- 
| uy, furniſhes them with weapons againſt his 
| OWN errors. IX. The * execrable Swils 
| ftander” proves ſterling Engliſh truth. 
| X. The fencerity of our Lord's interceſſion 
even for Fudas, is defended ——\ XI. An 
anſtoer to two capital charges of groſs miſrepre- 

ation. —— I XII. Some queries concerning 
Mr. Hill's forwargnefs to accuſe his N ran 
of diſingenuity, grofs perverſion, catumny, 
forgery, Sc. and concerning his abrupt manner 
of quitting the field ↄſcontroverſy.—— U XIII. 
A perpetual noiſe about grofs perverſions, and 
baſe forpertes, becomes Mr. Hill as little as 
eny writer, conſidering his own inaccuracy with 
regard toquotations ; ſome flagrant inſtances of 
ich ave 3 out of is Finiſhed Stroke. 
MIV. The author, after profeſſing has 
brotherly love and reſpeft for all pious Calui- 
neſts, apologizes for his antagoniſt before the | 
enti-Catomifts; And, — XV. Takes his 
Friendly leave of Mr. Hull, after promiſing 
Aim to publiſh a ſermon on Rom. xi. 5, 6, to 
recommend and guard the dofirine of free grace 
in a ſcriptural manner. 


In the ArrENDERx, the author proves by ten 
more arguments, the abſurdity of Juppofing with 
ifie 


the ſolifudjans, that Believers are juſtified 
works before MEN and AN EIS, but Nor 
before GOD. 
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Finiſhed Stroke of Richard Hill, Eſq; 


v ü — 


Honoured and dear Sir, 


Have received your Finiſſied Stroke, and return 

the following anſwer; to you, or if you have 
quitted the field, to your pious Second, the Rev. 
Mr. Berridge, who by a public attack upon ſincere 
obedience, and upon the doctrine of a believer's 
Juſtification by works, and not by faith only, has 
already entered the liſts in your place.. 


<>» 


& I. Page 6, You complain, that I repreſent you, 
as fighting the battles of the rankeſt antinomians, 
« BexCAv8E, | ſay you | we firmly believe and unani- 
moully aſſert, that the blood of: Chrift cleanſeth from 
all iin, and that, if any man fin, we have an advo- 
cate with the Father, &c, and that this advocacy . 
prevails,” Not ſo, dear Sir: I apprehend you 

A 3; give 


$3 
give your reader totally wrong ideas of the 
3 You know, I never @ppoſed you for 
aying, that the blood of Chriſt cleanſes a penitent 
believer from ALL fin. On the contrary, this I 
inſiſt upon in a fuller ſenſe than you do, who if 
I miſtake not, ſuppoſe that Death, and not the 
blood of Chriſt applied by the ſanctifying Spirit, 
is to be our Cleanſer from aiL in. The point 
which we debate is not then, whether Chriſt's 
| blood cleanſes from all fin, but whether it actually 
| cleanſes from all guilt an impenitent backſlider, 
| a filthy apoſtate; and whether God ſays to the 
| fallen believer, that commits adultery and murder, 
. «© Thou art all fair, my love, my undefiled, there is no 
| ſpot in tñee: This you affirm in your 4th letter; 
and this I exvole, as the very quinteflence of 
| ranteriſm, antinomianiſm, and Calviniſtic perſe- 
| verance. * 1 


1 


The ſecond part of your miſtake is yet more 
glaring than the firſt, The queſtion is not [as you 
inform your readers] whether, if any man Een we 
have an advocate with the Father, &c. You know, 
Sir, that far from denying this comfortable truth, 
I maintain it in full oppoſition to. your narrow 

[| ſyſtem, which declares, that if any man, who is. 
| paſſed by or non- elected, finneth, there is no ad- 
1 vocate with the Father for Him; and that there are 

thouſands of abſolutely. reprobate wretches, born 

to have the devil for a tempter and an accuſer, 

without any help from our Redeemer, and advocate. 
Nor yet do we debate whether Chriſt's advocacy 

| prevails, in the fulleſt ſenſe of the word, for all 

. that know the day of their vijitation This is a point 

1 of doctrine, in which I am. as clear as yourlelf.. 
| But the queſtion, about which we divide, is (1) 
| Whether Chriſt's advocacy never. prevails, when. 

| he aſks that barren fig-trees, which are at laſt cut 
down for perſiſting in their unfruitfulneſs, may 
be./pared- this year alſo? Whether it prevails is ? 

| uch 
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ſuch a manner for all thoſe, who once made ever 
ſo weak an act of true faith, that they ſhall never 
make ſhipwreck of the faith, never, deny the Lord 
that bought them, and bring upon themſelves ſwift 
deſlruction ? (g) Whether Aaron and Korah, David 
and Demas, Solomon and Hymeneus, Peter. and 
r Philetus and Francis Spira, with all that 
all from God, ſhall infallibly ſing louder in 
heaven for their grievous falls on earth? In a 
word, whether the ſalvation of ſome and the dam- 

nation of others, are ſo ſiniſted, that during the da 
of their viſitation, it is abſolutely impoſſible for 
one of the former, to draw back to perdition from. 
ſtate of ſalvation ; and for one of the latter, to 
raw dack to ſalvation from a ſtate of perdition 7 
—Theſe important queſtions you ſhould have 
laid before your readers as the very ground of our 
controverſy, But inſtead of this you amuſe them. 
with two precious ſcriptures, which I hold in a. 
fuller ſenſe, than yourſelf. This is a ſtroke of. 


* logic, but it is not the feni/hing one, for you 
ay: | 


. 


& II, P. 6. We cannot admit the contrary. doc-- 
trine” [that of the Checks] © without at once 
undermining both law and goſpel. For the law is. 
certainly undermined by Juppeſng, that any breach 
of it whatever, is not attended with the curſe-of God. 
W hat law do I undermine ? Is it the law of in- 
nocence ? No. For I inſiſt upon it as well as you, 
to convince unhumbled ſinners, that there can be 
no ſalvation but in and through a Mediator, -Is., 
it the Mediator's law, the law of liberty Certain- 
ly not : For I defend it againſt the bold attacks 
you make upon it; and ſhall. now. ward off the- 
dreadtul blow, you give it in this argument. 

O Sir, is it right to confound, as you do, the law. 
ot paradiſiacal innocence, with the evangelical oo 
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of liberty, that in point of perſonal ſineere obedi. 


ence you may ſer both aſide at one ſtroke? Is 
not this Calviniſtic ſtroke as dangerous, as it is 
unſcriptural? There is no law but one, which 
damns for want of abſolute innocence :. All thoſe 
that are under any law, muſt be under this law, 
which curſes for a wandering thought as well as 
for inceſt. But believers are not curſed for a 
wandering thought—Therefore they are under no 
law; they are not curſed even for inceſt ; they 
may break their © rule of life” by adultery as David, 
or by inceſt as the unchaſte Corinthian, without 
falling under the curſe of any divine law in force 
againſt them; in a word, without ceaſing to be 
men after God's own heart, 

Now whence ariſes the fallacy of. this argu- 
ment? Is it not from overlooking the mediator's 
law, the law of Chrift ? Can you ſee no medium, 
between being under “a rule of life,” the break- 
ing of which. ſhall work for our good; and being 
under & law that curſes to the pit of hell for the 
leaſt want of abſolute innocence ? Betwixt thoſe 
two extremes, is there not the evangelical lau of 


liberty ? 


O Sir, be not miſtaken : The Goſpel has its law.. 
Hear St. Paul: God tall ju o the ſecrets of men by- 


e Chriſt, according to my GOSPEL, Rom. ii. 16. 
ear St. James: ſo ſpeak ye | believers} and ſo do, 
as they that ſhall be juDGED by the Law Or LIBERTY; 
for he (the believer ) Hall. have judgment without 
mercy, that hath ſhewed na mercy, Jam. ii, 12, 1g, 
illuſtrated by Matt. xviii.. 29—3g. 


Chriſt is neither an Eli, nor a Nero, neither. a 
_ dolt, nor a tyrant; but a pere king, a Melchiſe- 


dec. If he is a king, he 


- 


as a law; his ſubjects 
may, and the diſobedient all be condemned by 
it. If he is a. prieſtly king, he has a gracious law; 
and if he has a gractous law, he requires no ab/olute 
impoſſibilities, Thus the covenant of 3.28 keeps 


ajuſt medium between the relentleſs ſeverity - of 
the firſt covenant, and the antinomian ſoftneſs or. 


the covenant trumpeted by ſome Calviniſts,. 
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„ 
Be not then frightened, O Sion, from — 


in Chriſt's law day and night: for it is the law of” 


thy gracious King, who cometh unto thee ; meek, and 
fitting upon the foal of a mild, pacific animal; and 
not of thy fierce and fond Monarch, O Geneva, 

who comes riding upon the wings of ftorms and 
tempeſts, to damn the reprobates for the pre-or- 
dained, unavoidable fin ; and to encourage fallen 
believers, that climb up into their neighbour's 
beds, by faying to each of them: Thou art all fair, 

my love, my undefited, there is no {pot in thee, But 
more of this to Mr. Berridge. hen you have 


given us a wrong idea of the Mediator's law ; you. 


proceed to do the ſame by the goſpel, with which. 


that law is fa cloſely connected: for you 55 | 
fap- 


P. 6. The e is certainly undermined, 
pofing, © that there is provifion made in it for ſome 


fins, and not for others.” Well then, Sir, Chrift and 
the four Evangeliſts have © certainly undermined 


the gol pel ;“ for they all mention the fn againſt 
the Holy Ghoft, the fin unto death, or the lin of final 


impenitency and unbelief; and they not only fup= 
fofe, but expreſly declare, e is a ſin, for 


which * no provifion is made, and the puniſh- 
ment of which obſtinate unbelievers and apoſtates 
muſt perfonally bear. Is it not ſtrange, that the 
capital doctrine, by which our Lord guards his own. 
golpel, ſhould be repreſented as a capital error, 
by which © the goſpet is certainly undermined fg. 


23 


ö $ x III. p. 6. To ſhaw that your ſcheme is dife., 


ſerent from ſpeculative antinomianiſm, you aſk :. 


AIs the 2 of David, Lot, and Solomon, that of 


all thoſe who. abide by thoſe doctrinet ?''—oI anſwer z 
It _ be that of thouſands for ought you know, 
and if it is not that af myriads, no thanks to you. 


Sir, for you have given them encouragement 
| 2 enough :. 


— — —- 
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enough: | Though I ſtill do you the juſtice to fay 
you have done it undeſignedly : ] And leſt they 
fhould forget your former innuendo, in this very 
page you 2 , that “ The' covenant of grace” | in- 
cluding no doubt finiſhed ſalvation | ** flandeth ſure 
in behalf of the elect“ under Every trial, 8TATE, and. 
CIRCUMSTANCE they can poffibly be in; which, if L 
' miſtake not, implies, that they may be in the im- 
enitent “ fate” of drunken Lot, and adulterous 
David; or in the dangerous “ circumſtance” of 
idolatrous Solomon and the inceſtuous Corinthian, 
without being leſs intereſted in finiſhed ſalvation, 
| | than if they ſerved God with Noah, Job, and 
| Daniel. To this anſwer I add Flavel's judicious 
obſervation, * If the principle will, yield it, it is 
[ in vain to think corrupt nature will not. catch at 
i it, and make avile uſe and dangerous improvement. 
| | of it,” But you lay, p. 7, © You know in your 
1 conſcience, that we 8 and abhor that damna- 
| ble doctrine and poſition of real antinomians, Let us: 
in, that grace may abound.” —1 believe, dear Sir, that. 
all pious Calviniſts, and. conſequently you, abhor 
that horrible tenet practically, fo far as you are. 
faved from ſin, And yet, to the great encourages 
ment of practical antinomianiſm, you. have made: 
an enumeration of the good that ſen, yea, any length. 
in fin, unto adultery, robbery, murder and inceſt, 
does to the pleaſant children. You have aſſured. 
them that in ſhall work for their good ;, and you. 
have cloſed the ſtrange plea by ſaying that @ griev- 
ous fall will make them fing louder the praiſes of free, 
reſtoring grace, to all eternity in heaven, Now, ho- 
noured Sir, pardon me if I tell you my whole mind: 
Really to this day I think, that if I wantedito 
make Chriſt publicly *the miniſter of ſin, and to 
poiſon the minds of my hearers by preaching an 
antinomian fermon from theſe. words, “ Let us fin 
that grace may abound,” I could not do it more ef- 
fectually than oy ſhewing, according to the doe-. 
5 \ tranc. 


1 
] 
{ 
1 
t 
t 
1 
— 
I! 
7 
Y 
n 
8 


o 


5p * 


16 
trine of your 4th Letter; (1) That upon the whole, 
ſin can do us no harm: (1) That far from hurtin 
us, it will work for our good: And g) that even a 
grievous fall into adultery and murder, will make 
us ing louder in heaven ; all debts and claims again 
beltevers, be they more or be they leſs, be they ſmall or 
be they great, be they before, or be they after converſion, 
being for ever and for ever cancelled by Chrift's fulfil- 
ing the law for them, In the name of reaſon, Iaſk 
Where is the difference between publiſhing theſe 
unguarded tenets, and ſaying roundly, Let us ſin, 
that grace may abound ? 

Do not reply, Sir, that this objection was 
brought againſt St. Paul as well as againſt you, and 
therefore the apoſtle's doctrines and your's exactly 
coincide; for this would be impeaching the inno- 
cent to ſcreen the guilty, The charge of indirect- 
ty ſaying, Let us fin that grace may abound, is abſo- 
lutely falſe, when it is brought .againſt St, Paul, 
but alas; it is too true when produced againſt the 
author of P. O. Where did that holy apoſtle ever 
ſay, that six works for our good When did he 
declare, that the Lord over-rules fin, even adultery 
and murder, for the good of his backſliding people; 
and that grievous falls in this world, will make us 
more joyful in the next ? But you know Sir, who 
has publiſhed thoſe maxims, and who ſtands to 
them even ina Finifhing Stroke; intimating ſtill, 
that it is God's * ſecret will” to do good to his 

ople, by the abominable thing which his ſoul 
bateth. P. 55, 1. 36, &c. O Sir, hell is not far- 
ther from heaven, than this doctrine from that of 
the apoſtle : for while you abſolutely promiſe 
fallen believers louder ſongs in heaven, he conditi- 


 onally threatens them with muck ſorer puniſhment 


in hell, Heb. x. 29, and Chriſt ſays, Go and fin no 
more, leſt a wort thing happen unto thee, But 


your ſcheme ſays, Go =y length in fin, and a 
more excellent thing ſhall happen unto thee :* A 


grievous fall will drive thee nearer to Chriſt,” 
| | Leaving 


Leaving you to reconcile yourſelf with holy 
Paul and our bleſſed Lord, I beg leave to account 
For the warmth, with which you ſometimes plead 
for, and ſometimes againſt in, As a good man, 
you undoubtedly “ deteſt and abhar” this danger» 
ous maxim of the great Diana of the antinomiang- 
in works for good to believers 5, but as a ſound Cal» 
viniſt, you olead for it, yea and you father it upon 
the apoſtle too: See gd Check, p. go. This con- 
trariety in your {entiments, may be illuſtrated by 
udah's inconſiſtent behaviour to Tamar. .  -;; 
As Tamar was an agreeable woman, Judah took 
an antinomian fancy to her, gave her his gener, 
bracelets and ftaff for a pledge; and faithfully. /ext 
ter a kid from the flock, But as ſhe was his diſ- 
graced daughter-in-law, big with a baſtard-child, 
though he himſelf was the father of it, he roſe 
againſt her with uncommon indignation, and ſaid 
in a fit of legality, Bring her forth that ſhe may be 
Surnt. Oh |! that, inſtead of calling me ©, @ ſpi- 
ritual calumniator, and accuſmg me of vile 
Falſhood and grofs perverſion for bearing my teſti- 
mony againſt a iſimilar inconſiſt ency, you w 


6. ²˙ Of os 


imitate the undecei ved patriarch, take your ſignet 
and bracelets again; I mean, call in your 4th = 
ter, that fatal pledge ſent me from the preſs for 
your great Diana, and from this time her 
again no more 1 Gen, xxxviii. xxvi. 
1 5 
IV. But you are not 8 countenance: : 
by your former miltakes for p. 8, 9, ſpeak ing, it t 
ſeems, of thoſe miſtaken good men, % who fay I 
more, at times, for fin than againſt it, or of thoſe 
who traduce obedience, and made void the law a 
60 


12 faith; repreſenting it à8 a bare rule of 
life, the breaking of which will in the end work FI 
for the believer's good; you · ay: — “ Though Ia, 


begged you ſo earneſily in my review, to point out by —_ 
| a 8 n, 
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who theſe wretches"'}ſ you ſhould ſay theſe perſons,] 
* are: Though I havetold you, that without this the 
charge of ſlander muft be for ever at your door; ftill 
neither they nor their converts are produced, no nor one 

uotation from their writings, in order to prove theſe 
Pack charges upon them.''---Here is a heap of groſs 
miſtakes. I have not only produced one quotation, 


but, many, both from Dr. Criſp's writings and 


your own. See 2d Check, from p. 78 to page 8g, 
and gd Check, from p. 71. to p. 96.— Again, 
that * neither they nor their converts are produ- 
ced,” is a capital overſight. Turn to 4th Check, 
p. 145 ; Produce a few of them,” ſays your bro- 
ther; to which IT anſwer: © Well Sir, I produce 
firſt, the author of P. O. next yourſelf, and then 
all the Calviniſts who admire your brother's 4th 
letter, where he not ny infinuates, but openly 
attempts to prove, that David, &c. ſtood abſolved 
and compleat in the everlaſting 11g hteouſneſs of Chriſt, 
while his eyes were full of adultery, and his 
hands of blood. Now, Sir, if this was the cafe 
of David, it may not only be that of many, but of 
all the elect:“ For the imaginary covenant of 


finifhed Talvation, ſtands as lure for fallen believers, 


who cheat, ſwear, and get drunk; as for thoſe 
who commit ee, murder, and inceſt, 

But ſince you preſs me 2 to produce witnel- 
ſes, 1 promiſe you to produce by and by the Rev. 
Mr. Berridge, your Second, together with his an- 
tinomian pleas againſt ſincere obedience. In the mean 
time I produce © Mr, Fulfome,” together with a 
quotation from © The Chriſtian world unmaſked.” It 
contains a ludicrous deſcription of a conſiſteut an- 
tinomian brought over to the dottrines of grace by, 

I know not which of our goſpel-miniſters. 1 

His name | ſays Mr. Berridge] was Mr. Fulſome, 
and his mother's maiden name was Miſs Wanton, 
« When thecloth was removed, and ſome few tank 
ards had gone round, * Fulſame's face looked 

5 ITS like 


[ 14) 
like the red lion painted on my landlord's $i 
and his mouth began to open. He talked ſwim- 
mingly about religion, and vapoured much in 
praiſe of [Catvinifiic | perſeverance. Each freſh 
tankard threw a freſh light upon his ſubject, &c.“ 
% No fin, he ſaid, can hurt me. I have had a cal 
and my election is ſafe, Satan may pound me, if 
he pleaſe; but Jeſus muſt replevy me. What care 
I for drunkenneſs or whoredom, for cheating or a 
little lying? Theſe fins may hurt another, but 
they cannot hurt me. Let me wander where L 
will from God, Jeſus Chriſt muſt fetch me back 
again, I may falla thouſand times, but I ſhall 
riſe again; yes, I may fall exceeding foully.“ — 
And ſo he did, for inſtantly he pitched with his 
head upon the floor, and the tankard in his hand, 
Chriftian world unmaſked : ad Ed: p. 191. 
<p 

$ Thus fell the antinomian champion of Cal- 
vi niſtic perſeverance. © The tankard, Mr. Ber- 
ridge adds, was recovered, but no one thought it worth 
their whale to lift up Mr. Fulſome.””—And what does 
Mr. Fulſome care for it, if Jeſus Chriſt him/elf is 
abſolutely engaged to raiſe him up, though he had 
ſpilt, not only ſome of my landlord's ale, but all 


my landlord's blood? Let Mr. Fulfome take a 
peaceful map upon the floor, till he can call for 


another tankard ; it will never hurt him, for Mr. 


Hill declares that the covenant of grace ſtandeth ſure 
in behalf of the elect under every triek. flate and circum- 
- ſtance they can poſſibly be in : and that God over- rules 
ſen rok THEIR GOOD, Fin, Stroke, p. 6. and p. 55 

Upon the principles of Calviniſm no logician in 
the world can, I think, finda flaw in the follow- 
Ang arguments of Mr, Fulſome. If I am uncondition- 
ally elected, irręſiſtible grace will certainly ſave me 


at laſt; nay, my ſalvation is already finiſhed : And for 


this 


"SW. 
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this tankard and twenty more, I ſhall only « fin 
louder” in heaven the praiſes of free diſtin ails 
ing, reſtoring grace, which, Brus by thouſands, 
viewed me with unchangeable love, and deter- 
mined to ſave me with an everlaſting ſalvation, 
without any regard to that „jack o'lanthorn, fin- 
cere obedience,” If on the other hand, I am uncon- 
ditionally reprobated, I ſhall abſolutely be damned. 
Again, ſuppoſing Chriſt never died for me, not 
only all my faith, but alſo all my endeavours and 
works, [were they as many as thoſe of Mr, J. W.] 
like a “ jack-o'lanthorn” will only dance before 
me to the pit of hell, Once more, if I am a4jo- 
lutely juſtified, it is not all the tankards and har- 
lots in the world, that can blot my name out of 
the book of life. And if I am in the black book, 
my damnation is as good as fniſied. My fincere 
obedience will never reverſe a perſonal, abſolute 
gecree, older and firmer than the pillars of heaven. 
Nay, it may be the readieſt way 10 hell; for our 
Vicar, who is one of the firſt goſpel- miniſters in 
the kingdom, tells us, that, * the devil was ſurely: 
the author of the condition of fincere obedience,” and 
oat « thouſands have been loſt by Folloin after it.“ 
andlord, bring in another tankard,—Here is the 
health of all whs'a6 not legalize the goſpel” 
Mr. Berridge is too good a logician, to attempt 
proving, that Mr. Fulfome's creed, is not N ra- 
tional upon the principles of Calviniſm. He only 
ſays, p- 192, Fuck ſcandalous profeſſors are found 
at all times, in our day, and in St. Paul's day, yet 
St, Paul will not renounce the doctrine of perſever- 
ance.” — True, he will not renounce his own doc- 
trine of conditional perſeverance, becauſe it is the 
very reverle of the doctrine of abſolute, or Cal- 
viniſtic, perſeverance, from which Mr. Fulſome 
draws his horrible, and yet juſt inferences, | 
But ſays Mr. B. p. 178. © A believer's new na- 
ture „makes him hunger for implanted righteouſ- 
nels:“ infinuating that a believer's holy nature 
_ puts 
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puts him upon ſuch ſpontaneous obedience to his 
„rules of life,” that he needs not the help of a law, 
as a rule of rewards and puntfſhments, to encourage 
hin: in the-path of duty, and to keep him from 
the broad way of diſobedience, As this is one 
of the grand arguments, by which pious Calviniſts 
defend the antinomian Babel, I ſhall anſwer it 
firſt as an anti-Calviniſt, and Mr, Fulſome next as 
a Calviniſt. | 
(1) Experience ſhews, that, to ſecure the crea- 
ture's obedience, or the Creator's honour, the curb 
of a law is neceſſary for all free-agents who are yet 
in a ſtate of probation ; and that ſo long as we are 
ſurrounded with ſo many temptations to faint in 
duty, and to leave the thorny way of the croſs for 
the flowery paths of fin, the ſpur and bridle of a 
promiſing and threatning law are needful, even 
with reſpe& to thole duties which natural or ſu- 
n inclination renders in general delight- 
ul; ſuch as for mothers to take care of their own. 
fl children, and believers to do good to their neigh- 
. | bour. Now as the civil law, that condemns murder- 
15 ers to death, does not except mothers who deſtroy - 
. the fruit of their womb, becauſe natural affection 
4 makes them in 7 glad to preſerve it: ſo 
. the penal law of Chriſt makes no exception of 
| belizvers, who fall into adultery and murder, un- 
. der the Calviniſtic pretence, that their new na- 
ture makes them in general hunger after purity 
and love. See 1 Cor. vi. 8, 9.—Again, All ſo- 
phiſms fly before matter of fact. Fallen angels 
and our firſt parents once naturally hungered after 
righteoulneſs, more than moſt believers do; and 
yet they groſsly apoſtatized. And if you object 
to theſe, inſtances, I produce David and the inceſ- 


.Þ mo wor we ease „e + 4a 


tuous Corinthian : both had a * new nature” as .T1 
believers ; and yet, as fallen believers, the one could 10 


thirſt after Uriah's blood, and the other hunger 
after his father's wife, far more than after “im- 
planted righteouſneſs,” But, 8 2 


(2) Mr, 


PLAY 


k 1 

(a) Mr. Fulſome may anſwer Mr. Berridge as 
a Calviniſt, thus; my new nature will make me 
hunger for implanted righteouſneſs © in the day 
of God's power? God will do his own work: in 
the mean time I am in a winter ſeaſon ;” 1 am 
carnal and fold under fin, as well as St Paul, and I 

irſt after my tankard as David did after Bath- 
bat beauty, and Uriah's blood: thus the anti- 
nomian gap remains as wide as ever. 


Doo 


It is true alſo that Mr. Berridge ſays 7 1735 
« Cheats will ariſe : and how muſt we deal with them ? 
Deal with them, Sir] why hang them, when de- 
tefled; as Feſus hanged Judas. I thought that 
2 and not Jeſus was the hangman. But I 
t that paſs, to obſerve, that Mr. Fulſome may 
juſtly aſk: Why will you hang me? Does not 
our Lord, ſpeaking of his eleQ, ſay, He that 
touches you, touches the apple of mine eye? If Mr. 
Berridge anſwers: You are no elect: you are an 
hypocrite ;- you never had grace: Mr. Fulſome 
may juſtly reply, upon the plan of the calviniſtio 
doctrines of grace, I had a call, and my election it 
ſafe.” Who all lay any thang to the charge of God's 
ele! * Whom he called them fe alſo juſtified : yea 
they are juſtified from ALL Things.” You have no 
more right to condemn measan hypocrite, becauſe 
you ſee me with a tankard in my hand, than to 
pals a ſentence of hypocriſy upon all backſliders. 
How will. you prove that I have not as much 


4 

; 

right to tols my tankard, as David to write a 
. ſanguinary letter; Solomon, to worſhip devils: 
x and the inceſtuous Corinthian, to invade the 
i rights of his father's bed? I. will maintain the 
1 
r 


De of God's children againſt: all the legal - 
I 


the Weſleys in the world: I will fight for f 
5 Free grace, to the laſt drop in my tank My 
5 ſervice to you! . 
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If Mr. Fulſome's arguments are conclufive; as 
well as Calviniſtical, how can he be brought to 
give up his antinomian creed ? Undoubtedly by 
being brought to give up Calviniſm, Till then it 
is evident that he will {till hold kts doctrines of 
grace in theory or in practice: 1 * with 
mental reſerves as all pious calviniſts do; or 
openly and without ſhuffling as he does in his 
confeſſion of-faith, Thus has Mr, Berridge- pre- 
ſented the world with an Antinomian crerd, as 
horrid as that I have compoſed with the unguarded 
rinciples of your 4th Letter. And by acknow- 
Todd. that «ſuch ſcandalous profeſſors, as Mr, 
Fulſome, are found at all times, he has confirmed 
the neceſſity of my Checks; ſhewn they are really 
checks to antinomianiſm, and not Checks to the 
gofpel,”” filenced thoſe who have accuſed. me of 
miſrepre entation, and helped me to give the world 
a juſt idea of. Calviniſtic 2 *. — 
ples, becauſe many, very many Calviniſts, like Mr, 
Berridge, are too moral not to rejett in their prac- 
tice, and not to explode as. deteſtable in their dif- 
courſe, the Dar, inferences, Which conſiſtent 


antinomians juſtly. draw from their doctrines of 
grace. 


- 


— Th 
$ V. Having thus complied with your requeſt, 


. Sir, by Ne «a quotauion from an eminent. | 
Calviniſt-Divine, toſhew that l do not fight againſt 
a ſhadow, when. I oppoſe Mr. Fulfome ; and havi 
deſcribed a rational * convertꝰ to your doctrines 
grace; L return to the Finiſhing: Stroke, where, 
to ward off the blow given to your ſyſtem by the 
orthodoxy and had conduct ob the Fulſomes; 
P. 9, You offer to ſhew me * a long black liſt of 
dieladed creatures ſome of om have kave been. principal 
leaders in Mr, W's claſſes) &c. who, have been car- 
10 rying on abominations and wicked practicas under the 
4 maſt of religion. And you tell us they are * ſome 


of 


| 
5 ö 


' ditional election and 


- n equally condemned 
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of the fruits: which. the dofrines" of Mr, W 
* have produced,” But you have forgot the proo 
Sir, unleſs yau think. chat your bare aſſertion is 
quite ſufficient, Suppoſe one aut of twelve of 
Mr. Ws claſs leaders, had actually turned out 
a temporary monſter,” what could you - infer 
from it againſt Mr Ws doctrine, but what the 
phariſees could with equal truth, or rather with 
equal injuſtice have interred againſt. the doctrine 
otour Lord ? 5 
By what plain and eaſy conſequences, or by 
what ſcriptural argument will you make it appear, 
that even the moſt abhorred of all Mr. W— s 
doctrines, that of chriſtian perfection, [or which is 
all one, that of believing in Chriſt with a peni- 
tential faith, till we love God with all our heart, 
and our neighbour as ourſelves] has any. more 
tendency to, turn his hearers into“ temporary 
monſters, than our Lord's ſermon on the mount 
had to turn his apoſtles into covetous traitors ? 
But how can you free your doctrine from danger» 
ous conſequences, which flow from it as naturall 

as a river Bom from it's ſource ? Have I not jull 
proved, I. hope, to-. the ſatis faction of judicious 
readers, that Mr Fulſome's practice perfectly agrees 
with your Calviniſtic principles ? O Sir, that “ ya. 
pourer in favour of your perſeverance,” fairly and 
conſiſtantly builds. upon what your brother calls 
« the foundation of the Calviniſts,” that is, uncon- 
finifhed ſalvation : he isa 
wiſe maſter builder, Apply the molt exact pine. 
met of reaſon to the walls of his antinomian Babe}, 
and you will find them ſtrait. They do not pro- 
Je& a hair's breadth from your doctrines of grace, 
which are the foundations. laid in ſome of our 
celebrated, pulpits, for him and all the clan of the 
Fulfomes to build upon, He is a judicious mon- 
Ker; he has reaſon and your orthodoxy on his 
fide, But the monſters of your long black. lit 
[fupponng it to be a true one} axe barefaced 
y y their reaſon 
profeſſion: For ſo far as ;hey adhere to 1 hy 
. 3. 
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W's doctrine, their principles are diametrically 
oppoſite to their practice, and therefore he is no 
more accountable for their . abominations, than 
our Lord was for Judas's treaſon, . 


. 

FVI. Page 12, 19, You leave me in full poſ- 
ſeilion of all the ſeriptures, arguments, and quo- 
tations from our homilies and liturgy, which I 
have advanced in the 4th Cheek; ſuppoſing that 
when you have called them “ the boot. chimeras of 
the 4th Check,” or a © mingle mangle; and that: 
| When you have referr'd your readers to © .the- 
44 faith of Mr. Ignorance, you have given my ſenti- 
| ments a Finiſled Stroke. To ſuch. forcible argu- 

ments I cam make no better and ſhorter reply 

than that of my title-page, Logica G © 

However. f 8 

P. 11. You decide that my. illuſtration of the 

woman dropping her child down the precipice 

« 25 totally Nees to the purge,” i. e. does not at 

all prove that calviniſm fathers * unprovoked. 

weath'” upon the God of love. But how do you. 
make it appear ?--- Why, you inſinuate, that © man 

Has forfeited: all right and. title to the favour of 

God by his fall in Adam;“ and therefore God. 

has been juſtly provoked to drop the reprobates 

down the precipice of ſin into hell, by an eternal, 
unconditional, abſolute decree of non- election. 
The argument is ſpecious, and has deceived. 
thouſands of fimple fouls into calviniſm; but can. 
it bear examination? Who, or what provoked; 

God to make from all eternity, a decree of abſo- 
_ lutely dropping Adam down theprecipice of dam-. 

nation? Was it the fin of reprobates? No: for. 

Pre - oy are 2 t unconceived, and: 

therefore nes; tor What has not yet a. ſubſance.. 

cannot yet have a mode; what Shed e 2 . 

cannot yet nx ſinful . Was it 2 foreſight of 8 

9 a 2 Fs! N 11 3 7 
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fin? No: For upon the calviniſtic plan, God 
certat oreſees what will happen, only becauſe 
he has abſolutely decreed what $Hati happen. 
Was it Adam's fin, as you inſinuate? No: for 
Adam's fin was committed in time, and therefore 
could not influence an abſolute decree of perſonal 
reprobation made before time, yea from all eternity. 
But you add : Ss, 

P. 11, 12, If you believe that the tranſgreſſion 
of our firſt parent entailed no condemnation-upon 
his poſterity, why did you ſubſcribe to the gth 
article of our church, which ſays, that in eve 
man born into the world it deſerves God's wrath an 
damnation :*” I apprehend you miſtake Sir: That 
article ſays no ſuch thing. What it affirms of a 
derivation of Adam's corruption, or of * the fault 
and corruption of the nature of every nan, you 
repreſent as ſpoken of Adam's perſonal tranſ- 
greſſion; which is abſolutely confounding the 
cauſe and the effect. Every anti-Calvinilt may, 
and I, for one, do believe, that in every man born 
into the world, and conſidered according to the 
firſt covenant, original corruption (not Adam's. 
tranſgreſſion) deſerves:God's wrath and damnation 
at the hands of an holy and righteous God: with- 
out dreaming that any man ſhall be ever damned 
for it: ſeeing that according to God's mercy and 
goodneſs diſplayed in the ſecond covenant, Chrilt 
the ſecond Adam is come to taſte; death for EVERY 


man, and to be the Saviour of AL men, ſo that for 


his ſake, the free gift is come - bhs ALL, men unte 
Juſtification of life. See 4th Check p. 149, &c. 

hus, by looking at our divine compaſs, the word 
of God, we ſail. through the ſtraits of error, keep- 
ing at an equal diſtance from the rocks againft 
which Calviniſts run on the right: hand, and, Pe- 
lagians.on the left. Wy 
- I have warded off the Stroke, which you have 
attempted to give my ſentiments with the gon 
Article; and now. it is but juſt, you ſhould ſuffer 
we tg return it. If I am not miſtaken, that arti- 
cle is repugnant ta. calviniſm in two.reſpe&ts. ( 2 | 
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It fays not one word about the imputation of the 
demerit of Adam's firſt tranſgreſſion; but makes 
original ſin conſiſt only in the infection of our 
nature ;”” which ſaps the foundation of your ima- 
ginary imputation of Adam's. perſonal good 
works diſtin& from ſome actual participation of 


his holineſs, (2) It affirms that this infection 


in every perſon BORN INTO THE WORLD, deſerves 
God's Wrath: a ſtrong intimation this, that it 
did not attually deſerve that wrath, before we were 
actually defiled by a ſinful birth or conception. 
Now this, if I miſtake not, implies, that of all 
the men now living upon the earth, not one actu- 
ally deſerved God's wrath and damnation 200 
years ago. So that if God ebfolutely reprobated 
one man now living, three hundred, much more 
ſex thouſand years ago, much more from all eternity, 
he did it according to Calvin's doctrine of rich, 
free, unprovoked, gratuitous undeſarved wrath, 
O ye conſiderate Engliſhmen, ſtand to your arti- 


= 


ktions! 
* *. 

F VII. P. 12, You ſay in your moral - creed 
about faith and works :---Faith when genuine will 
always manifeſt its reality by bringing forth good 
works, and all the fruits of an holy life :*? Now 
Sir, if you ſtand to this, without ſecret reſerves about 
©< a winter ſtate,” in which a genuine believer | ſo. 
called] may commit adultery, murder, and ineeſt 
for many months, without loſing the character of 
à man after God's own heart and his title to 

eaven; Ee up the antinomian gap, you 
fet your leal to St. James's epiſtle, you ratify 
the checks; and conſequently you give up. 
your 4th letter, which contains the very marrow 
of calviniſm : Unleſs by ſome ſalve of Geneva- 
logic you can reconcile theſe: two Ihe eg" 


F 


cles, and you will ſoon ſhake off Geneva impo- 


4 
; 
f 
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which, upon the rational and moral plan of the 
goſpel, appear to me utterly irreconcileable, (1) 
aith, when genuine, always brings forth all the 
fruits of an holy life, (2) A man's faith may be 
gras while he goes any length in fin, and brings 
orth all the fruits of an unholy life; adultery and 
murder not excepted. 


28 
5 VIII. My quotation from Dr. Owen, which 


ſets calviniſtic contradiction in a moſt glaring 
light, ſeems to embarraſs you much, P, 14, &c, 
You produce paſſage upon paſſage out of his wri- 
tings, to ſhew that he explodes „the diſtinction 
of a double juſtification,” But you know, Sir, the 
Doctor had as much right to contraditt himſelf in 
his writings, as you to militate againſt yourſelf in 
your Review : See 4th. check, iſt. Let, Beſides : I 
have already obſerved, 4 Check, p. 45, that “ a vo- 
lume of ſuch paſſages, inſtead of invalidating the 
doctrine I maintain,“ [or the quotation I produce 
« would only prove that. the moſt judicious Cal- 
viniſts cannot make their ſcheme hang tolerably 
together.“ However, you lay | 


P. 13, 14. © He Dr. Own] drops not the leaſt 
intimation of any freſh aft of juſtification, which ts 
then to 40 upon a beltever's . Sir, 
has not the Doctor ſaid, in his Treatiſe upon Juſ- 
tification p. 22g. Whenever this enquiry is made, not 
how a SINNER XC. all be jusTirieD, which ts"? 
las we are all agreed, by faith, or to uſe the Doc- 

tor's unſcriptural praſe ] ** by the righteouſneſs of 
Chriſt alone imputed to him + But how a man that 
profeſſes evangelical faith in Chriſt ſhall be tried and 
Judged : and whereon as ſuch,” (i. e. as a believer) 
he, ſhall be jusrir zo: we grant that it 18 and 
MUST RE BY His OWN PERSONAL OBEDIENCE.” , 

* 0 Now, 


C 46.3 
Now, Sir, if the Doctor has ſaid this, and you 
dare not deny it; has he not ſaid the very thing 
which I contend for ? 
When you affirm, that he makes no mention of 
a freſh af of juſtification, do you not betray your 
inattentioen ? Does he not declare, that a 28 
is juſtified by imputed righteouſneſs, and that a be- 
I fo 4 beet Act — ny JUSTIFIED by hits 
own perſonal obedience ? Now if juſtification is the 
af of juſtifying, are you not greatly miſtaken, 
when you repreſent the jJuSTIF1CATION Of a 81N- 
KzR by Chriſt's imputed righteouſneſs, and the jus- 
TIF1CAT1ON of a believer ora 8AinT by his own 
per ſonal obedtence, as one and the ſame act? Permit 
me, Sir, to refer you to the argument contained 
4th. Check, p. 66, 17; on which, next to the 
words of our Lord, Matt. x11. 37, I chiefly reſt 
our controverſy about juſtification. An argument 
the anſwering of which [if it can be anſwered 
would have done your cauſe more honour an 
ſervice, than what you are pleaſed to inſinuate 
next concerning Mr, Weſley's honeſty and mine, 


D. Williams, out of whoſe book I copied my 
quotation from Dr. Owen, being a Calviniſt, and 
4 as clear about a ſinner's juſtification by faith as 
1 Dr. Owen himſelf, for brevity's ſake left out what 
| the Doctor ſays about it under the Calviniſtic 

hraſe of Chriſt's imputed righteouſneſs. Here as if 
b. William's wiſdom was duplicity in me. P. 14, 

ou triumph not only over me, but over Mr. 
Weſley, thus: I never dare truſt to Mr. Wel- 
ley or Mr. Fletcher in any quotations, &c.—More 


words expunged by Mr, Fletcher out of the ſhort la 

uotation he has taken from Dr. Owen.” —But .® 
ſuppoſe I had knaviſhly expunged the words, which 80 
D. Williams wiſely left out as uſeleſs to is point, F. 


what need was there of reflecting upon Mr. Weſ- 
ley on the occaſion? O ye Doctrines of free grace 
and free wrath, how long will ye miflead 


good men? How long will ye hurry them 
| into 


ke. 
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% novel chimera” among proteſtants: For looking 


125) 


into that part of practical antinomianiſm, which 
conſiſts in rafts accuſations of their opponents, in 
a lordly contempt of their gracious attainments, 
and in repeated inſinuations that they pay no re- 
gard to common honeſty ? 

- When a combatant is too warm, he frequent- 
ly gives an unexpected advantage to his antago- 
niſt. You are an inſtance of it, Sir: Your eager- 
neſs to reflect upon Mr. W. and me, has engaged 
you to preſent the world with a clauſe, which, 
tho” it was uſeleſs to the queſtion debated by D. 
Williams, is of ſingular uſe to me in the preſent 
controverſy, and in a manner decides the point, 
For in the paſſage left out by D. Williams, Dr, 
Owen ſpeaks of the juſtification ofa S1 nn R, and 
ſays, as I have obſerved, that he is juſtified by the 
righteouſneſs of Chriſt alone imputed to him: And 
TH18 jultifhcation he evidently dþppoſes to that of a 
believer, which, ſays he, ig and muſt be by his 
own perſonal obedience.” So that the world [thanks 
be to your controverſal heat !] fees now, that 
even your champion, in one of thoſe happy mo- 
ments, when the great Diana did not ſtand in his 
light, ſaw, and held forth the important diſ- 
tinction between St. Paul and St. James's juſtifica- 
tion, that is, between the juſtifhcation of a fenner by 
Chriſt's proper merits, according to the firſt goſ- 
pel-axiom ; and the juſtification of a ſaint by his 
ewn perſonal obedience of faith, or by Chriſt's deriv- 
ed merits, according to the ſecond goſpel-axiom, 


Nor is this a new diſtinction, you would ſay, a 


lately into a Treatiſe upon good works written by Zce 


Placette, that famous proteſtant champion and 


confeffor abroad, who, after he had leſt his native 
country for righteouſneſs fake, w. s miniſtet of the 
French church at Copradogen, x age 272, Amit 

. edit. 


Ide ſecond inftaace of this hs at, 'o fa:curabl to my cauſe, 
n be (cen in the Appeadixy (Ne. 10.) In 


— 


46 6 
edit: 1700, 1 fell upon this paſſoge: “Les pro- 
teſtants de leur cote diſtinguent une double . ye 
gcation, celle du pecheur, et celle du juſte, &c:“ 5 
That is, Proteſtants on ' their part diſtinguiſi a two- if , 
fold juſtification, that of the sin, R andthat of the . Gs 


RIaTZOUs, &c: Then ſpeaking of the latter he 
adds, The juſtification of the righteous, ronfidered as 
an aft of God, implies three things : (1) That-God 
acknowledges for righteous, him that is aftually ſo: (2) 
That he declares him ſuch: And (g) that he treats him 
as ſuch,” How different is this threefold act of 
God from that which conſtitutes a fiancr's juſtifi- 
cation ? For this juſtification being alſo conſider- 
ed as the at of God, implies: (1) That he par- 
dons the ſinner: (2) That he admits him to his 
favour : And ig) that under the chriſtian diſpen- 
lation, he witneſſes this double mercy to the be- 
Heving ſinner's heart, by giving him a ſenſe of the 
peace which paſſes all underſtanding, and a taſte 
of the glory which ſhall be revealed; — However, 
us if all this was a mere © chimera,” you ſay, * 


P. 17. Having fully vindicated Dr. Owen ” 
from the charge you have brought againſt him of : 
1 holding two juſtifications, &c.*”— Nay, Sir, you 
i have not vindicated him at all in this reſpe& : All 
1 that you have proved, is that he Was no 2 
[4/8 to your logic, and that his love for the great Di- 
1 ana of the Calviniſts, made him inconſiſtently de- 
"ith ny at one time, what at another time his hatred 

of fin forced him to confeſs, Nor is this a new 

thing in myſtic Geneva: You know, Sir, a pious 

Gentleman, who, after militating in a book called 

the Review, againſt the declarative juſtification 

works, which I contend for, drops theſe word: 
_ which deſerve to be graven in brats as an eternal 
monument of Calviniſtic' contradiction. Neither 


. Mr. Shirley, nor I, nor any Calbiniſt, that I ever heard 

Wl , deny that a ſinner —ſhould you not have ſaid a 

TS | Seltever ? is declaratively jUsTIFIED BY WORKS,” 
1 q Both here and AT Tus DAY OF JUDGMENT. Re- 


„  . wigw p. 149. Now, if no Calviniſt that 
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5 
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himſelf was. — Again, P+ 870, 
ly fenf1 


fnful as we, And it 48" well En 


CW) 


you ever heard of, denies'in his luminous inter- 
vals, the very juſtification which I chiefly contend 
for in the Checks, do you not give a e ſtroke 
to Calviniſtic confiſtency when you fay, p. 18, 
Jam determined to prove my former aſſertion 
againſt you viz, that you cannot find one proteſ- 
tant divine among the puritans, &c. till the reign 
of Charles II. who held your doctrines ?“ | you 
mean thoſe of a finner's juſtification by faith, and 
of a ſaint's juſtification by works, according to 
Gal. ii. 16. And Mat, xii. g7.] Is it not granted 
on all des, that they all held the former Ju ſtifica- 
tion ? And do you not tell the world, No Calvin- 
iſt that you ever heard of, denied the latier ? How- 
ever while, you thus candidly, confeſs, that all 
proteſtant divines held thoſe capital doctrines of 
the Checks, 1 ſhould not do you. juſtice, if 1 did 
not acknowledge, that few, 11 ny of them, heln 
them unzformly and confiſtently in England, "ill 
Baxter began to make a firm ſtand againſt, ( anti- 


+- 


x IX. P. 20. You produce theſe words of mine 
taken from the 4th Check, * Your imputation 
ſtands upon a prepoſterous ſuppoſition, 'that 
Chriſt the righteous was an execrable finner.” To 
this you copy with the wawmth of a gentleman 
who bas learned politeneſs in myſtic Geneva: «1 
tell pou, rev. Sir, with the l and honeſty of | 
an Enghiſbman, that this is execrable Swiſs ſlander.” 
Now Sir, that which you call © execrableSwiſs lan- 
der,“ is ſterling, Engliſh truth, I prove by theſe 
quotations from your favourite divine Dr. Criſp, 
who, as quoted by D. Williams, ſays, p. g28: 
God makes Chriſt as very a ane? as the creature 
„Nor are we fo compleat- 
was as compleatly 


I, but Chrift deing made 


wh that Luther, - 
C2 | che in 


(8) 


in one of his unguarded moments, called -Chrift 
the greateſt, and eonſequently the moſt execrable 


inner in the world, Now Sir if . Chrift was ſo com- 


2 finful as we, |to uſe the words of your 
oracle ;] does it not follow, that he was as INNER 
as compleatly EXECRABLE as We are ? and that you 
deviate a little from brotherly kindneſs, when you 
call Dr, Criſp's Calviniſtic miſtake, an execrable 


Lander of mine ? 


288 


* XSP. 21. 22. You find fault with my ſaying, 


« 1s this | Chriſt's praying for Peter] a proof that 
he never prayed for Judas?“ and you declare, that 
this “ affertion” [you ſhould have ſaid guery | 
e Hoes little honour to the advocacy of Chriſt.“ Per- 
mit me, Sir, to explain myſelf, Tho' I believe 
with Biſhop Latimer, that Chrift fied as muck blood 
for Ju las as for Peter, I never ſaid nor believed, 
as you inſinuate, „That Chriſt took more pains 
for the ſalvation of Judas than for that of Peter.“ 


You cannot juſtly infer it from my mentioning a 


matter of fact recorded in ſcripture, viz, that once 
our Lord ſpoke to Judas, when he only looked at 
Peter; for he had explicitly warned Peter before. 
Therefore in either caſe Chriſt ſhewed himſelf 
yoid | not of a peculiar regard for Peter's peculiar 
ſmcerity, but of Calviniltic partiality.— Again, 
I am perſuaded, that during the day of Judas's vi- 
fitation, Chriſt pray'd for him, and firicerely too: 
for if Chriſt had borne him a grudge, and in con- 
ſequence of it, had always made mental reſerves, 


and excepted him, when l for his apoſtles; 
t 


would he not have broken econd table of the 


| law ? And might he not be propoſed as a pattern 
of inveterate malice, rather than of perfect charity? 


_ You reply, p. 22. If this were the caſe,” [i, e. 


| if our Lord ed for Judas, ]“ thoſe words of hie 
— . — a FfeN * 1 4 0 4* thoſe w "1 know + 
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(9 ) 
I know, thou heare 1777 7 muſt be untrue ; 


| ry rayed 2 rejetled. 
1 2 in 0 7 Cl Tren 
ather's 


2 05 Wine V 2 e 120 aceording to his 
Therefore he prayed enfin with the 
. decree, that moral agents hall be invit 
raven, and ently moved | But not forced to obey 

the goſpel 1. N 775 if our Lord rayed conditio 

for udas, [ as b e certainly we for all his murder- 
ers, ee. they were, not Af forgiyen'; he mi ht. 

oye. any 1555 Mgarsf 4 always, and yet Jo 4 

2 ene ſa, as a fre agent, re 
v4 Pmjelf he gracious counſel of God, Ai 
ablolutely given up. Thus our ſcheme o 

dofrine inſtead of diſhonduring Chriſt's 3 

cy, fepreſents i it in a rational — ſcriptural ligh 
hile . your's, 1 fes wounds bis charakter 1 


the tendereſt part, an es upon him the blot 
Tee wnchar ableneſs, 55 ate rofound 8 


* * 1 5 5 4 7 1 : 9 m * 


3 x1. P. 2 . You tay + „Time would fail me to 
pretend to 1 the marry groſs mifre pc | 


_ tiffons, ZE, However as you have actua 


ented me as faying, that the more a he wer 

us upon earth, the nerrier he will be in heaven 
_ ou will point out to me where, in the plain 
er, of my words, I have fpoken any ſuch 

A or es I have ever uſed fo 3 an 
reſflioh as t, & c hen f. of thoſe 
5 which are at z0d's gh (han for ever- 


=—_ oY r 1 


Teontlude y een erden din Check, 


pol Yor. * Adultery, ineeſt, and murder ſhall upon 


the Whole, make me holier' upon earth and mer- 
rer in | heaven” —Twe lines below, I obſerve- 
that, I am indebted to you for all the doctrines, 
and moſt of the expreſſions of this creed. V 
mere i no OY fay; Where have I uf = 
* C 3 


” — — — 
r „ͤ«ͤ% wn St 
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— Mad. add 


n 
your doctrine, I have not miſtaken the doct᷑riac it- 


( 30 ) 


the xxyxzES8ION merry, for I never ſaid you have 
uſed it, though our Lord has, Luke xv. g2. But 
7 you have a right to ſay: Where is the Dofrine? 
reply : In your 4th Letter, Sir: Where you tell 
us, that a grievous fall will make believers fing 
louder in heaven to all eternity. Now as louder ſongs 
are a certain indication of nals joy, where no- 
thing is done in hypocriſy, 1 defire even Calvi- 
niſts to Tay, if I have wreſted “ the plain, ea 
Tenfe of your words,” in obſerving that, accord - 


Ing to your ſcheme, apoſtates ſhall be 57 er 
their greo- 


if you pleaſe more joyful in heaven for 
W - . Hage 
27. * Now, Sir, give me leave to pluck a 
feather out of your high-ſoaring wings, &c. by 
aſking you ſimply, Whence have you taken it? 
(this queen ſo called) « Did'I ever affert any 
thing like this ? &. Prove your point, and then 
I will confeſs that you are no calumniator of God's 
ople,” I anſwer, R 
(11 did not produce as a quotation the words: 
which you allude to: I put them in commas, as- 
expreſhve of the ſenttments of many good mn: 


How then could you think, that you alone are. 


many good men 7 (2) But you ſay, that you, for 
one, barn 0 words of St. uy, Be _ 

righteouſneſs d righteous, 0 ineſs: 
Now oh to — > a * e have 
only to prove that David did righteouſneſs when, 
he defiled Uriah's wife; for you teach us, direR-, 
ly or indirectiy, that when he committed. that. 


crime he was . undefiled,!” and continued to be 


« man after God own heart,” 1. e. ani 


man, for the Lord alloweth the righteous, but the un- 


godly does-his ſoul 'abhor. (3) However, if I have 
iſtaken one of the ſcriptures, on which you found; 


f. What are the words. for which you call me; 
a © Calumniator,”” and charge me with © horrad per- 
erfion, falſhood, andibaſe difingenuity . Why, I. 
kaverepreſented many good men”! aut by ha 
oF” | 8 | gence. 
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' diſciple of Calvin, his hands hang 


21 65 


re 


8 


general tenour of one of their doctrines of grace, 


the abſolute perſeverance of fallen, adulterous, 


idolatrous, inceſtubus believers] © Let not. Mr. 
V. dcceive you He that actually liveth with an- 
other man's wife, worſhips abominable idols, and 
commits inceſt with his father's. wife, may not 
only be. righteous, but compleat in imputed righ- 
teouſneſs, &c: This is the doctrine ] — upon 
many good men:“ And if you, for one, ſay 
Did 1 ever aſſert any thing like this? I reply, 
Ves Sir, in your 4th Letter, which is a profeſſed 
attempt to prove, that believers may, like adul- 
terous David, idolatrous Solomon, and the inceſt- 
uous Corinthian, go any length im fin without 
to land compleat: in what I beg leave to 
call Calviniſtic r:ghteouſneſs. | Thus inſtead of 
«plucking a feather out of my wings, you wing 


the arrow Which I let fly at your great Diana. + -- 
6: 4d Anmien bY 97 I?» F [7-2 


wand dernarr: 211 g ana 
XII. For brevity's fake, I ſhall reduce my 
anſwer to the reſt of your capital charges into 
lain queries, not doubting but my judicious rea- 
will: fee their unreaſonablenets, without the 
help of arguments. | 10 £21 TUG 2735246 
(1) It is right in Mr. H. to call p. 34, 35, my 
ExTzxact from Flavel, a © citation, and a . guota- 
tian; and then to charge me with - difngenuity, 
e peruerſon, expunging, &c. becaufe I have not 
my extratt by tranſcribing all Flavel's book, 

or becauſe I have taken only what ſuits the preſent 
times, and what is altogether confiftent # eſpecially 
when 1 have obſerved, 4th. Check, p. 30. That, 
« when Flavel encounters antinomian cxrors as a2 
a I, withoa any 
vails, and a ſhrewd logician could, without any 
— power, force him to confeſs, the moſt of 


magical po 

| which. he ſo juſtl are the 
the errors, he ſo juſtly rotes, 797 
3) 43 


conſequencs of Calviniſm ?r®? 


z * 


(32) 


te) ls it right in Mr. H. to charge me, p. $57 
with *. $afe forgeries; and to repreſent me, p. 36, 
as deſtending to the poor, illiberal arts of forgery and 
defamation,” becaufe I have preſented the public 
with a parable, inthe dreis of a ro proulamation, 
which: W paper e—s _— ation becauſe 
I cha im with indi ropagating tenets 
wary ar xn foie ow from this ä of 
as light does from the ſun . and bęcauſe I 
bave-ditinguithed by commas, à creed framed 
with bis avowed principles; although i have ads 
ded theſe words, to ſhew that I took the compo- 
ſition of it upon myſelſ: V ſpeak indeed in 
the third perſon, and 1 in the Grit; but this alters 
not the ine. Some claufes and fentences- 
I have added, not to miſrepreſent and blacken“ 
{for what need is there of blackening the fable 
mantle of midnight ?} © but to introduce, connect, 
and illuſtrate your fentiments. | | 
(a) Angry as the phariſees were at eur Lord, 
when he expofed their errors by parables, didthe 
ever charge him with baſe forgery, becauſe his *il- 
luſtrations'” were not true tories p Is it not 
that this admirable way of defending * the truth 
mould have been found out by the defender 
of & the doctrines of grace p Again; if marking 
with commas a paragraphi of our . to 
diſtinguiſh it from aur real ſentime nta isa crime; 
is not Mr. H. as criminal as myſelſũ Does he not 
p- 81, preſent che public with à card of his on 
Fomppling, in which he holds 2 
ments of many clergymen, and which he- 
diſtinguiſnes with commas thus: The Neather'e 
Tavern fraternity pre ſeut comphiments to Neffrec/ 
| — and:Fleteher, &.“ Shall what paſſes 
wit in 
bafe fergery in che aythos of 
—Q'ye:candid! Cabviniſts, partial as your fyſteis 
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(A Is it right in M. H. to take his leave of me 
in this abrupt manner, p. 39, 40: „ The unfair 
quotations you have made, and the ſhocking miſ- 
repreſentations and calumnies you have been guil- 
ty of, will for the future prevent me from looking 
into any of your books, if you ſhould write a 
thouſand volumes :” and this eſpecially under pre- 
tence, that I have . hamefully 2 and mi- 
repreſented the doctrinet of Anth. Burgeſs,” when I 
have ſimply produced a quotation from him in 
which there is not a ſhadow of miſrepreſentation, 
as the reader will fee by comparing 4th. Check, 

41. 42, with the laſt paragraph of the XIIth, 

rmon of Mr. Burgefs on Grace and Aſſurance f 


— 


<I> 
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5 XII.. This perpetual noiſe about groſs miſre- 
preſentations, ſhameful perverſions, interpolation, baſe 


forgeries, Sc. becomes Mr. H. as little as any man; 


his own inaccuracy. in quotation equalling that of 
the moſt inattentive writer I am acquainted with. 
Our readers have ſeen, on what a ſlender bafis he 
reſts his charge of ** baſe forgerits :** I beg leave to 
ſhew them now, on what ſaid ground ' reſt my 
charge of uncommon inaccuracy ;z and not to intrude 
too long upon their patience, I ſhall jaſt produce 
a few inſtances only out of his Finiſhing Stroke.* 

a That performance does not do my fermon juſ- 
tice, for p. 61. Mr. Hill quotes me ſo: They | good 
works J are declarative of our free juſtification:”* where» - 

bes” . 3 | "m7" OP.” 


#3 A 
£ 


To produce ſuch inſtances out of the Review, would be almoſt 
endleſs. One however, Mr. H. forces me to touch upon a ſecond ' 
time. This is the caſe. The ſword of the Spirit which Mr. heb ae d 

aſes, is tw When he defends the firſt goſpel-axiom agai 

— . — a r n 0 — of works, but ' 
elicving in Chriſt : when hed e 0 

e ee an en} 
0er 


againſt the antinomians, he preaches Salvation not 


—— CC__S 
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Ling n r. 1 — 2 —— — 2 
as to the qi ends r they are fairly taken from the minutes 
Re nſec pr 


nor as to 


44 e 
ley 141 nat think you woald 
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( 34 ) 


as my manuſcript runs thus: They are thedeclara- 
tive CAUSE of our free juſtification,” viz, in the day 
of trial and judgment. The word Caufe here 19 
of the utmoit importance to my doctrine, n 


fully guarding the minutes and undefiled religion. 


Whether it is left out, becauſe it ſhows at once 
the abſurdity of pretending that my old ſermon, 
eis the beſt confuta lion of Mr. Welley's Minutes "ef 
or becauſe Mr. Hill's copier omitted it firſt, is beſt 
known to Mr, Hill himſelf. PHF. 
þ | | 201 
— — ⸗ʒ¶—U—p ͤ Hwä—g.' ↄ —— 


works, bet by works as a conditios. No ſooner did the Calvipiſta 


ſee this laſt propoſuion at full length in the minutes, than they. - 


took the alarm, fondly _—_—— that Mr. H. wanted to overthrow 
al 


the proteſtant · doctrine of 
their miſtake, I appealed to Mr. W's works in general, and to the 
minutes in particular, two ſentences of which evidently ſhow, 
that he had not the loaſt intention of ſetting aſide ſaith is Chriſt, 
in order to Wr far. the anti- chri ſtian merit of works. , Ace. 
cordingly I laid thoſe fentencey before my readers, taking ſpecial 


cure to ſhow by. comtnas, that I produce two different partz of 
the minutes, thus : ( Not by the merit of works,” but by © be- 


| the whale ſentences, far fifty volumes, 

iads of Wearers can teſtify, that it 8 1 — with Mr 
s welkknown doctrine. But what does Mr. HF Diaſſed by 
his ſyſtem, be tampers with my . he takes off he 
two. commas after the word works ; he overlooks the tw] co 


| beiore the ward believing | he [inadvertently, I hope] throws 
two diltia& og Sita 51 and by that 424 A4. to has 


the words but u which 1 had particularly excluded. When 
he has thus turned my two juſt quotations into one that is falſe ' 
he is pleaſed to put me in the Genera- pillory | 

as his doctrines of grace teach him to kill two birds with one 


ſtone, he involves Mr. Weſley in my 2 diſgrace, thus 


4 of this kind hape long f or no crime with Mr. Ne 


66.” Review p. 7 


mal giz 4 Gailhing drehe, and Urfve home the nail of | 
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vation by faith. To convince them of 


for his 08 mi 5 ke | 
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Upon the remonitzance I made abou this range nge way of pro- 
ceedingTSce note, IV Check, p. 49 ] 1 hoped that Wed would © 

8 r d a moment, and dropt the point for ever. 
But uo failking 


; * 


=_— _m 


„ 


SSS eggs TODO TY eee EN 


[3-389 re res 


(35 ) 

(2) 1 ſay, the 4th Check, p. +67, © To vindicate 
what I beg leave to call God's honeſty, permit 
me to erve firſt, that I had rather believe, 
Joſeph told once © a groſs untruth, than to ſup- 
poſe that God perpetually equivocates.” For un- 

e | doubtedly 


his raſh accuſation, by calli my remarks 
tempts to vindicate that 27% ham, ufo Irc [Mr. e. 
has twice made from the minutes * ; p 35. And to prove 
> - oy att have been ganas * uces out 
news-paper, which repreſent “ bis Majeſty” tali 
bread". hel jeſty — to . te of —4 
5 rection. To this I anſwer, that if ſuch unconnetted quotations 
[of which I only give here the fubſtance ] were properly diſtin- 
guiſhed by commas; if they were ſeparated interverting 
words; and if they did not ia the leaſt miſrepreſent the author's 
ſcnſe; it would be great injuſtice to call them either 4 moſt. 
Shameful falſe quotation” or a ® forgery.” Now theſe three 
ticulais meet in my two quotations from the minutes; (1) y 
are both properly d Ringuithed with commas; (2) They are 
ted by intervening words: And (3) They do not in the | 
=e/repreſent Mr. W's meanings Whereas [io ſay nothing more of 
the commas expunged in the Review] no word intervenes between 
Mr Hill's ſuppoſed quotations out ot the papers; and they form 
a ul * of the publiſher's meaning. 58 
Oh! but, as che quotstions from the minutes are linked. they 
« deal a language direfly oppofite to that of the minutes themſelves,” 
— $0 ſays Mr. Hill, without producing ſhadow of à proof. 
But upon the arguments of the five Checks, I affirm that the two 
goſpel-axioms, or my linked quotations and the minutes, a 
as eee 
to which they ariſwep : , Ay grace ye are ſaved through faith.“ 
Therefore ** Nor i out your own ſalvation with fear,” oy 


upon his miſtakes, ** Ae- 
eſi. 
he 
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From this redeub{ed ſtroke of Mx. H. I am tempted to think, 
that like Tuſtice, Logica Genevenks bas a covering over her eyes; |» 
but alas | for a very different reafon,—Like her alſo ſhe has a 
+ balance in her left haps; bat it is to weigh out and vend her own 
| aſſertions as proofs. And/like her, the holds a favord in her right. 
* hand; but alas it is often o wound brotherly love, and 

' evangelical-truth.. Bring her into the field of Controverſy, and 
£* ſhe will at once cut down Chriſt's doctrine as dreadful” le 
=P 


Set her in the jud ſeat to paſs ſentence over goad works, and 

over honeſt-men, thar do got bow at her ſhrine; and without de- 4 
mur ſhe will pronounce, that the former are dung, and that the 

latter are l,“ 


( 36 ) 
of two evils I would chuſe the leaſt, if a cogent di. 
lemma obliged me to chuſe either. But this is not 
the caſe here; the dilemma is not forcible ; for in 
the next lines I ſhow, that Joſeph, inſtead of 
« telling a groſs untruth,” only ſpeaks the language 
of brotherly kindneſs. However, without paying 
any regard to my vindication of Joſeph's [Ang 
Mr. Hill catches at the conditional words, “I had 
rather believe: Juſt as if I had ſaid, I do adually 
Believe, he turns them into a peremptory declara- 
tion of my faith, and three times repreſents me 
as aſſerting what I never ſaid nor believed: Thus: 
P. 38, „ Your wonderful aſſertion, that Joſeph 
told his brethren a groſs untruth:“ Again, 
« Still you declare it to be your opinion, that 
Joſeph told his brethren a groſs untruth”---Oncg 
more, p. 39, The repeated words of inſpiration 
you venture to call groſs untruth.“ Solomon ſays, 
Ilha can ftand before envy ? And I aſk, Who can 
ſtand before Mr. H- 's inattention? I am ſure 
neither I, nor Mr, Weſley. At this rate he can 
undoubtedly find a bla 
a Farrago in every book. | 
(3) Take another inſtance of the ſame want of 
exactneſs. I ſay, qth Check, p. 
thought Mr. Whitefield was cleat in the doctrine 
of our Lord, In the day of judgment by thy words 
alt thou be jnſtified, for if be d ſeen it in a pro- 
per light, e would inſtantly have renounced 
Aalviniſm.---This paſſage Mr. H. quotes thus, in 
Italics and commas, p. 2g, You never thought. 
Aim clear in our Lord's doftrine, for if he had, he 
would have renounced his Calviniſm.” The inaccuracy 
of this quotation conſiſts in omitting thoſe impor. 
tant words of our Lord, In the day of Judgment, 
&c. By this omiſſion the ſenſe of the preceding 
chuſe is left indefinite, and I am 
as ſaying, that Mr. Whitefield was not clear 


in any doctrine of our Lord, no not in that of 


the fall, repentance, ſalvation by faith, the _ 


emy in every page, and 


„% I never 


* 
61 
birth, &c. This one miſtake of Mr. Hill is ſuf- 


ficient to make me paſs for a mere coxcomb in 
all the Calviniſtic world. 

{4.) It is by the like inattention, that Mr, Hill 
a alſo againſt me the friends of Mr. 
elley. In the 4th Check, p. 158, after havin 
anſwered an objection of the Rev. Mr. Hil 
againſt Mr, Weſley, I produce that objection 
again for a fuller anſwer, and ſay, But svrPosiNG, 
that Mr, V. had not properly confidered, &c. what 
would you infer from thence ? &c. Wergh vou argu- 
ment, &c. and you will find it is wanting: Then I 
immediately produce Mr. Hill's objection in the 
form of an argument, thus : Twenty-three, or, if 
you pleaſe, three years ago, Mr. N. wanted clearer 
ſight, &c. Now what I evidently produce as a 
ſuppoſution, and as the Rev. Mr. R. Hill's own 
argument unfolded, in order toanſwer it, my oppo» 
nent fathers upon me thus, . The following are 
your own words.” * Three years ago Mr V. wanted 
elcarer light,” &c.---True, they are my own words 
but to do me juſtice, Mr. H. ſhould have producec 
them as I do, namely as a ſuppoſition, and as the 
drift of his brother's objection in order to ſhow 
its friyolouſneſs. This is partly ſuch a miltake 
az if Mr, Hill ſaid, the following are David's own 

words, ** Tuſh! there is no God.” 

However he is determined to improve his own 
overlight, and he does it by aſking, p. 17, What 
then is become of thouſands of M r. Welley's fol- 
lowers, who died before this clcar light came 7 
An argument this, by which the moſt ignorant 
papiſts in my pariſh Ne defend their idol - 
atrous ſuperſtitions: What is become of all our 
fore fathers, they ſay, befote Luther and Calvin! 
Were they all Amed ??7-----Is it not ſurpriſing 
that Mr Hill, not contented to produce a popilh 


. #ryar's converſation, mould have thus recuurle 
to the argument of every popiſh cobler, who at- 
tacks the doftrines of the reformation? O logica 
Genevenſis! how doſt thou ſhow thyſelf the 


(5-)x 


genuine filter of logica 1 


(835 ) 
(5) I return to the miſtakes by which Mr. Hill has 


ſupported before the world is charge of- calumny.“ 
I ſay, ad. Check, p- 97, How few of our cele- 
brated pulpits are there, where more has not been 
ſaid Ar Times for fin, than againſt it?“ Mr, Hill 
7, ſays, „The miniſters who preach in theſe 
7. celebrated pulpits) are condemned without 
exception, as ſuch pleaders for fin, that they ſay 
more for it than againſt it.. Here are two capital 
_ miſtakes: (1) The queſtion, How few ? &c, evi- 
dently leaves room for ſome exceptions; but Mr. 
Hill repreſents me, as condemning our moſt cele- 
brated pulpits © without exception” (2) This is not 
all: To mitigate the queſtion, I added at times, 
words by which I give my readers to underſtand 
that fin is in general attack'd in our celebrated 
pulpits, and that it is only at times, that is on fome 
particular occahon, or in ſome part of a ſermon 
that the miniſters alluded to, ſay more for fin than 
againſt it, Now Mr. H. leaves out of his quota- 
tion the word, at times, and by that means effectu- 
ally reprelents me as „ a calumniator of God's 
cople:“ for what is true with the limitation that 
Fa e, becomes a falſehood when it is produced 
without, This omiſſion of Mr, Hill is the more 
fingular, as my putting the word at times in Italics, 
indicates that I want my readers to lay a peculiar 
ſtreſs upon it on account of its importance. One 
more inſtance of Mr, Hill's inaccuracy, and 1 

have done, | ; | 
(6) P. 7, 8. He preſents his readers with a long 
aragraph, produced as a quotation from the ſecond 
heck. It is made up of ſome detached ſentences 
pick' d here and there from that piece, and put toge- 
ther with as much wiſdom as the patches which 
make up a fool's coat. And among theſe ſentences 
he has introduced this, which is not mine in ſenſe, 
any more than in expreſſion, © They (celebrated 
miniſters) handle no texts of ſcripture without diſ- 
torting them, for I inlinuate juſt the contrary, 

2d C eck, P · 70. | ö Go a 
| (7).,But 


( 39) 


(7) But the greateſt fault I find with that para- 
graph of Mr. H's book, is the concluſion, which 
runs thus“ The (celebrated miniſters) do the devil's 
work, till they and their congregation all go to hell 
together, | A} Second Check, 97, 103.”—Now in 
neither of the pages, quoted by Mr. H. nor in- 
deed any where elſe, A Jever ſay ſo wild and 
wicked a thing. Nothing could engage my pious 
opponent to father ſuch a horrid aſſertion uvon 
me, but the great and ſevere Diana, that engages 
him to father abſolute reprobation upon God, 

It is true however, that alluding to the words 
of our Lord Mat, xxv. I ſav, ad. Check, p. 10g. 
« If theſe all go into everlaſiing puniſhment,” &c. 
But who” are theſe ? All celebrated minifters, with 
all their congregations! So ſays Mr. Hill, but 
happily for me my heart ſtarts from the W 
with the greateſt deteſtation, and my pen has 

teſtified, that theſe condemned wretches are in 
general © Obſtinate workers of iniquity,” and in 
particular unrenewed anti-Calviniſts, and “ impeni- 
tent Nicolaitans.” Page 97. | the very page which 
Mr. Hill quotes} I deſcribe the unrenewed anti- 


Calviniſts thus, * Stubborn ſons of Belial 


* , 
Tord, thy Father is merciful; and if thou didfl S 
for all, why not for us? Obftinate phariſees, who 
plead the good they did in their ownname to ſupercede 
the Redeemer's merit. Impenitent Nicolattans, or 
antinomians, I deſcribe thus, p. 101, 102. © Obſti- 
nate violators of God's lau- who ſcorned perſonal 
holineſs—rejefted Chrift's word of command—have 
gone on Rl in their wickedneſs—have continued in 
doing evil---have been unfaithful unto death,--and 
have defiled their garments to the laſt,” —Is it 
poſſble that Mr. H. ſhould take this fort for a 


deſcription of all celebrated miniſters, and of all 


their congregations; and that upon ſo glaring 


a miſtake he ſhould repreſent me as making them 


6 ALL go to hell together ? 
Ig > 
D 2 (XIV, 


(49) 

4 XIV. O ye pious Calviniſts, whether ye fill 
our celebrated pulpits, or attend upon them that 
do, far from ſending you © all to hell together, as 
you are told I do, I exult in hope of meeting you 
all together in heaven; I he not; I ſpeak the truth 


in him that ſhall juſtify us by our words: even 


now I enjoy a foretaſte of heaven in lying at your 
feet in ſpirit ; and my conſcience bears me witneſs, 
that though I try to detect and oppoſe your 
miſtakes, I fincerely love and honour your per- 
ſons. My regard for you, as zealous defenders 
of the firſt goſpel-axiom is unalterable, Though 
your miſtaken zeal ſhould prompt you to think 
or ſay all manner of evil againſt me, becauſe 1 
help Mr. Weſley to defend the ferond; I am de- 
termined to offer youſſtill the right hand of fellow- 
ſhip: And if any of you ſhould honour me fo far 
as to accept it, I ſhall think myſelf 338 
happy; for, next to ,Feſus and truth, the eſteem 
and love of good men is what 1 conſider as the 
moſt invaluable bleſſings. A deſire to recover 
the intereſt I once had in the brotherly kindneſs 
of ſome of you, has in part engaged me to clear my- 
{elf from the miſtaken charge of calumny and for- 

, by which my haſty opponent has judiced 
— nn me, Nd my Checks, 1600 find, 
that he has defended your cauſe with carnal wen- 


pont, hope with me that precipitation and too warm 


a zeal for your doftrines, have milled him, and 
not malice or diſengenuity. itte 

Hope it alſo, ye Anti-Calviniſts, conſidering 
that if St. James and St. John, through mere 
bigotry and impatience of oppoſition, were once 
ready to command fire from heaven to come down 
upon the Samaritans, it is no wonder that Mr. H. 
in an unguarded moment, ſhould have commanded 
the hre of his Calviniſtic zeat to kindle againſt 


Mr. Weſley and me, As you do not unchriſtian 


now the two raſh apoſtles for a ſin, of which they 
immediately repented; let me beſeech you to 
confirm your love towards Mr. H. who has pro- 


e rms already of the miſtake, into Which 


his peculiar ſentiments have betrayed his good 
nature, and good breeding. 
XV. 
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& XV, I return to you, honoured Sir, and beg 
you would forgive me the ey J have taken, 
to lay before the public what I ſhould have been 
glad to have buried in oblivion : but your Finiſi- 
ing Stroke has been ſo heavy and deſperate, as to 
make this addition to Logica Genevenfts neceſſary 
to clear up my doctrine, to vindicate my honeſty, 
to. paint out the miſtaken Author of the Farrago, 
and to give the world a new ſpecimen of the 
arguments by which your ſyſtem muſt be de- 

fended, when reaſon, conſcience, and ſcripture 
Op three moſt formidable batteries in the world] 
egin to play upon its ramparts. 


You © earneſily entreat” me in your poſtſcripts 
to publiſh a manuſcript ſermon on Rom. xi. 5, 6» 
that I preached about eleven years ago in my 
church, in defence of the firſt goſpel-axiom. You 
are pleaſed to call it three times * excellent,” and 
you preſent the public with an extract from it, 
made- up of ſome unguarded paſſages, derached 
from thoſe that in a great degree guard them, 
explain my — confirm the doctrine of the 
Checks, and ſap the foundation of your miſtakes. 
Ass II am not leſs willing to defend free-7r2ce, than 

to plead for faithful obedience; I ſhall gladly grant 
your requeſt, ſo far at leaſt as to fend my old 
ſermon into the world with additions-in brackets, 
uſt as I preached it again laſt ſpring ; aſſuring 
you that the greateſt addition is in favour of 
free-grace, By thus complying with your “ earneſt 
entreaty, 1 ſhall ſhow my reſpe@, meet you half 
way, gratify the curioſity of our readers, and yet 


give them a ſpecimen of what appears to me a 


free, guarded golpel. ) 


That difcourſe will be the principal piece of 


n Equal Check to Phariſaiſm and Antinomianiſm, 
which I have prepared for the preſs. Upon the 
plan of the doctrines it contains, I do not deſpair 
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th: 


to ſee moderate Calviniſts, and un-prejudiced anti- 
Calviniſts, acknowledge their mutual orthodoxy, 
and embrace one-another with mutual forbear- 
ance, May you and I, dear Sir, ſet them the 
example! In the mean time may the brotherly 
love, with which we forgive each other the real 
or apparent unkindneſs of our publications, con- 
tinue and increaſe! May the charity that is not 
83 and hopeth all things, uniformly in- 
Huence our hearts! So ſhall the words that drop 
from our lips, or diſtil from our pens, evidence 
that we are, or deſire to be, the cloſe followers of 
the meek, gentle, and yet impartial, plain-ſpoken 
Lamb of God. For his fake, to whom we are 
both ſo greatly indebted, reſtore your former 
benevolence, and be perſuaded that notwithſtand- 
ing the ſeverity of your Finiſhing Stroke, and the 
plainneſs of my anſwer, I realy think it an honour, 


and feel it a pleaſure, to ſubſcribe myſelf with 
undiſſembled ſincerity, 


Honoured and dear Sir, 
Your affectionate and obedient ſervant. 
in the Goſpel oF our common Lord, 


; | J. FLETCUER: . 
Mad:ley, Sept. igth, 
1773» 
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AN 


Upon the remaining difference between the Calviniſis 
and the anti-Caluinifts, with reſpedt to our Lord's 
dofArine of juſliſicalion BY WORDS, and St. 
James's doctrine of juſtification BY WORKS» 


2 foree my dear Opponents out of the laſt 
intrenchment, in which they defend their 
miſtakes, and from behind which they attack the 


| juſtification by words and works peculiarly in- 


ſiſted on by our Lord and St. James; I only need 
to ſhow how far we agree with reſpect to that 
Juſtification ; to {tate the difference that remains 


between us; and to prove the unrealonableneſs 
of conſidering us as papiſts, becauſe. we oppoſe 


an unſcriptural and irrational diſtinftion, that 
leaves Mr. Fulſome in full poſſeſſion of all his 


 & antinomian dotages,” 


On both ſides we agree to maintain, in oppo- 
fition to Socinians and deiſts, that the grand, the 
rimary, and properly meritoriQus caule of our 


Juſtification, from firſt to laſt, both in the day of 


converſion and in the day of judgment, is only 
the precious atonement, and the infinite merits 


of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt,.— We all agree likewiſe, 


- — — 80 
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likewiſe, that in the dav of converſion, faith is 
the in/irumental cauſe of our juſtification before 
God;— Nay, if I miſtake not, we come one ftep' 
nearer each other, for we equally hold, that after 
converſion the works of faith are in this world, 
and will be in the day of judgment, the evidencing 
cauſe of our juſtification ; That is, the works of 
faith | under the above-mentioned primary cauſe 
of our ſalvation, and in ſubordination to the faith 
that gives them birth] are now, and will be in the 
great day, the evidence that ſhall inſtrumentally 
cauſe our juſtification as believers. Thus Mr. 
Hill ſays, Review, p. 149, © Neither Mr. Shirley, 
nor I, nor any Calviniſt that I ever heard of, deny 
that though a ſinner be JusSTiF1ED 1N THE $1GHT 
or GOD By cHakrisT ALONE, he ts DECLARATIVELY 
JUST1F1ED BY WORKS, both here and at the day 
of judgment.” And the Rev. Madan, in his Ser- 
mon on Fuſttfication by works, & c. ſlated, explained, 
and reconciled with juſtification by faith, &c. lays p. 


29. By Chriſt alone are we meritortou/ly juſtified, 


and by faith only are we rnftrumentally juſtihed 
In THE SIGHT or GOD; but by works and not 
by faith only, are we declaratively juSTLIFLED 
BEFORE MEN AND Acts.“ From theſe two 
quotations, which could eaſily be multiplied to 
twenty; it is evident that pious Calviniſts hold 
the doctrine of a juſtification by the works of faith, 
or, as Mr. Madan expreſſes it after St. James, 
by works and not by faith only. 

It remains now to ſhow wherein we diſagree. 
At firſt ſight the difference ſeems triflirg, but 
upon cloſe examination it appears, that the 


whole antinomian gulph ftilt remains fixed be- 


tween us. _ Read over the 1 quota- 
tions; weigh the clauſes which I have put in ca- 
pres; compare them with what the E. Mr. 


Zerridge ſays in his Chriſtian world unmaſked, p. 
26, of © an ABso0LUTE impoſſibility of being jau/lified 
in ANY MANNER by our works,” namely before 


God ; 
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Cod; and you will ſee, that although pious Calvi- 
niſts allow, we are juſtified by works before men 
and angels, yet they deny our being ever juſtified 
by works before God, in whole ſight they ſuppoſe 
we are for ever“ juſſiſted by Chriſt atone,” 1. e. 
only by Chriſt's good works and ſufferings, abſo- 
lutely imputed to us, from the very firſt moment 
in which we make a ſingle act of true faith, if not 
from all eternity, Thus works are ſtill entirely 
excluded from Loot any hand either in our in- 
termediate or final juſtification ETORE Gop, and 
thus they are ftill repreſented as totally needleſs to 
our eternal ſalvation. Now, in direct oppoſition 
to the above-mentioned diſtinction, we anti-Cal- 
viniſts believe, that adult perſons cannot be ſaved 
without being juſtified by faith as finners, accord- 
ing to the light of their diſpenſation ; and by works 
as delizvers, according to the time and opportunities 
they have of working: — We aſſert that the works 
of faith are not leſs neceſſary to our juſtification 
»xfort God as believers; than faith itſelf is ne- 
'ceflary to our juſtification Aro E MIM, as finners: 
And we maintain, that when faith does not pro- 

duce good works [ much more when it produces 
the worſt works, ſuch as adultery,* hypocriſy, 
treachery, murder, &c. | it dies, and juſtifies no 
more; ſeeing it is a living, and not a dead faith, 
that juſtifies us as ſinners ; even as they are living 
and not dead works, that juſtify us as believers. 
J have already expoſed the abſurdity of the doc- 
trine, that works are neceſſary to our final juſtifi- 
cation before men and angels, but nat before God : 
however, as this diſtinction is one of the grand 
ſubterfuges of the decent antinomians, and one of 
the pleas by which the hearts of the ſimple are 
moſt eaſily deceived into ſolifidianiſm, to the many 
arguments that I have already produced upon this 

head in the 6th Let. of the IVth. Check, —I be 
leave to add thoſe which follow, 
I. The way of making up the antinomian gap 
by ſaying, that works are neceſſary to our interme- 
diate and final juſtification before men and angels, but 
| not 
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not before God, is as bad as the gap itſelf.,---If God 
is for me, ſays judicious Mr. Fulſome, who can be 
againſt me? If God has for ever juſtified me 
&« only by Chriſt,” and if works have abſolutely no 
place in my juſtification before him, what care I for 
men and angels ? Should they juſtify when God 
condemns, whatwould their abſdlution avail? And 
if they condemn when God juſtifies, what ſigni- 
fies their condemnation ? All creatures are falli- 
ble, The myriads of men and angels are as. no- 
thing before God. He is all in all.----- -Thus Mr, 
Fulſome, by a moſt judicious way of arguing, 
keeps the field of licentiouſneſs, where ſolifidian 
miniſters have inadvertently brought him, and 
whence he is too wiſe to depart upon their brand- 
iſhing before him the broken reed of an abſurd 

diſtinction. | 41 wah 
2. Our juſtification by works, will principally, 
and in ſome cales entirely turn upon the works of 
the heart, which are unknown to all but God. 
Again, were men and angels in all caſes to paſs a 
deciſive ſentence upon us according to gur words, 
they might judge as ſeverely as Mr. Hill judges 
Mr. Welley ; they might brand us for forgery upon 
the moſt frivolous appearances; at leaſt they might 
condemn us as raſhly as Job's friends condemned 
him.---Once, more, were our fellow-creatures to 
condemn us deciſively by our works, they would 
often do it as unjuſtly as the diſciples condemned 
the bleſſed woman, who poured a box of very 
recious ointment'on our Lord's head. They had 
indignation, and blamed as uncharitable waſte, what 
our Lord was pleaſed to call a good work wrou he 
upon him,---a good work, whic be told for a 
memorial of her, as long as the chriſtian goſpel is 
- preached; To this may be added the —— 8 of 
the Nr who, even after they had received 
the Holy Ghoſt, condemned Saul of Tarſus by bis 


former, when they ſhould have abſolved him 
by his latter, works. And even now few 
believers would juſtify Phineas for running 
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Zimri and Coſbi through the body, or Peter for 
ſtriking Ananias and Sapphiradead, without giv- 
ing them time to ſay once, Lord have mercy upon 
us! Nay how many would condemn them as raſh 
men, if not as cruel murderers? In ſome caſes 
therefore, none can properly juſtify or condemn 
believers by their works, but He who is perfectly 
acquainted with all the outward circumſtances 
of their actions, and with all the ſecret ſprings 
whence they flow. | 
3- The ſcriptures know nothing of the diſtinc- 
tion which I explode. When St. Paul denies 
that Abraham was juſtified by works, it is only when 
he treats of the Juſtification of a inner, and ſpeaks 
of the works of unbelief. When Chriſt ſays, By 
thy words thou ſhalt be juſtified, he makes no mention 
of angels, To ſuppole that they ſhall be able to 
juſtify a world of men by their words, is to ſup- 
pole, that they have heard, end do remember 
all the words of all mankind, which is ſuppoling 
them to be Gods. Nay, far from being judged 
by angels, St. Paul ſays, that we hall judge them; 
not indeed as proper judges, but as Chriſt's 
' afleflors and myſtical members: For our Lord, 
in his deſcription of the great day, informs us, 
that he and not men or angels, will juſtify the 
ſheep and condemn the goats, by their works. 
4. St. Paul diſcountenaces the evaſive diſtinction 
which I oppoſe, when he ſays, Thinkeſt thou O man, 
who doeft fuck things, that thou fhalt eſcape the 
rythteous judgment or GOD, who will render eternal 
life to them that by patient continuance in well doing, 
ſeek for glory, &c. when ar hall judge the SECRETS 
of men by Feſus Chriſt, For reaſon dittates, that 
neither men nor angels, but the Searcher of hearts 
alone will be able to juſtify or. condemn us by 
SECRETS, unknown poſſibly to all but himſelf, 
58. If you ſay: Moſt men ſhall have been con- 
demned or jultified long before the day of judg- 
ment; therefore the ſolemn pomp of that ny 
wiltbe appointed. merely for the Jake of a Jui 
W cation 
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cation by men and angels: I exclaijm againſt the 
unreaſonableneſs of ſuppoſing that the great and 
terrible day of GOD, with an eye to which the 
world of rationals was created, is to be only the 
day of MEN and ANGELS: and I reply: - Although 
I grant, that judgment certainly finds us where 
death leaves us: final juſtification and condem- 
nation being chiefly a lolern ſeal ſet, if I may fo 
ſpeak, upon the forehead of thoſe whoſe con- 
ſciences are already juſtified or condemned, aceord- 
ing to the laſt turn of their trial on earth: Yet 
it appears both from ſcripture and reaſon, that 
mankind cannot properly be judged before the 
great day. Departed Spirits are not men; and dead 
men cannot be tried till the reſurrection of the 
dead takes place, that departed ſpirits, and raifed 
bodies may form men again by their re-union, 
Therefore in the very nature of things, God can- 
not judge mankind before the great day; and 
to ſuppoſe that the Father has appointed ſuch 
a day, that we may be finally juſtified by our 
works before men and angels, and not before him, 


ment to the parties to be judged, i. e. to men and 
angels, and not to Ire hriſft, 

6. But if I miſtake not, St, James puts the mat- 
ter out of all diſpute, where he ſays: You ſee then that 
by works d man is juſtified and not by faith only, 2 
ii. 24. This ſhows that a man is juſtified by works 
be fore the ſame judge, by whom he is juſtified by 
faith ; and here is the proof: No body was ever 
Juſtified by faith before men and angels, becauſe 
faith is an inward act of the ſoul, which none but 
the tryer of the reins can be a judge of, Therefore, 
as the zuftzfter By rA alluded to inthe latterpart 
of the verſe, is undoubtedly God alone; it is contrary 
to all the rules of criticiſm to ſuppole, that the u- 
tifier By Wo xs alluded to in the very ſameſentence, 

. 3s men and angels. Nays in the preceding verſe God 
reſly mentioned, and not men or angels: Abra- 
m 


N 


is ex a 
ham believed G op, and it was imputed to hi 


is to ſuppoſe that he has committed the chief judg- 


— cre 
$3 |  oufneſs, i. e. he was juſtified before God : | 5 5 
| — fame 


- 


WE 20 hy » 78 — 2 Z 


j DID OH. foro 


( 49 ) 


fame Lord, who juſtified him as a finner by faith in 


the day of his converſion, juſtified him alſo as a 
believer by works in the day of his trial, 


7. But this is not all : Turning to Gen, xxii. 


the chapter which St. James had undoubtedly in 


view, when he inſiſted 4 24” Abraham's juſttfica- 
tion by works ; I find the beſt of arguments, mat- 
ter of faft. And it came to paſs, that God did _— 
i, e. try Abraham. The patriarch acquitted himſelf 
like a ſound believer in the hard trial : He obedi- 
ently offered up his favourite ſon, Here St. 

ames addreſſes a ſolifidian, and bluntly ſays, 
* thou know, O vain man, that faith without works 
is dead, i. e. that when faith 1 over working 
by obedient love, it ſickens, di 


ies, and commences 
a dead faith ? Was not Abraham our father juſtified 


r 
a 2 when he offered up Iſaac upon the altar It 


r. Hill anſwers : Yes, he was juſtified By works 
BEFORE MEN and ANGELS, but not before GOD: I 
reply, Impoſſible ! for neither men nor angels 

ut him to the trial, to bring out what was in his 
i God tried him, that he might juſtly puniſh 
or wiſely reward him; therefore God aſtifie] him, 
If a judge, after trying a man on a particular oc- 
caſion, acquits him upon his good behaviour, in 
order to proceed to the reward of him, is it not 
abſurd to ſay, that the manis acquitted before the 
court, but not before the judge ; efpecially if there 
is neither court nor jury preſent, but only the 
judge ? Was not this the caſe at Abraham's trial ? 
Do we hear of any angel er but An 
do- the angel Jehovah ? And had not Abraham 
left his two ſervants with the Aſs at the foot of the 
mount? Is it realonable then to ſuppoſe, that 
Abraham was juſtihed before them by a work, 
which as yet they had not heard of ; for, ſays St. 
James, When, (which implies as foon as) he had 
offered Iſaac, he was juſtified by works, If you ſay, 
that he was juſtihed before Jſaac; I urge the ab- 
ſurdity of fe that God made ſo much add 
about the trial of an faith before the lad; 
; | | ad 


* 
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and I demand proof that God had appointed the 


youth to be the juſtifier of his aged parent. 
8. But let the ſacred hiſtorian decide the queſ- 
tion. And the Lord calted to Avraham out of heaven, 


and ſaid, Lay not thy hand upon the lad, for now F 
kriow, e thou ſeareſt God, i. e. 
w I can praiſe and reward 


thee with wiſdom and equity ; fering thou haſt not 


believeſt in God: 


u ith-held thy ſor. , thy op Jon from me. Upon Cal- 
viniſtic principles, did not 


men, before whom thou haſt offered Iſaac, do know 
that thou feareſt me? But if God had fpoken 
thus, woula he kave fpoken confiftently with ei- 
ther his veracity or his wiſdom ? Is it not far more 
reaſonable e that altho* God as omniſcient 
with a glance of his eye tres the hearts, ſearches 
tle reins, and foreſees all future contingencies, yet, 
3s a juſt judge and .a wife diſpenſer of puniſhments 
and rewards, he conderans no unbelievers, and 
juſtifes no believers, in St. James's ſenſe, but by 
tte evidence of the tempers, words and actions, 
Which aQually ſpring from their unbelief, or their 
Faith ? 
J. Was it not from the ſame motive, that God, 
tried Job in the land of Uz, chap, i. 12. Iſrael in 
the wilderneſs, Deut. viii. 1, compared with Joſh, 
xxii.2, and King Hezekiah ar- 2 Chron. 
Xxxii. 31? God | ſays the hiſtorian] left him, [to 
the temptation] that He God) might know decla- 
Tatively all that was in his heart, Tis true Mr. 
Nin ſuppoſes in the 2d Ed. of his 5 Letters, that 
the words, Hz might know, refer to Hezekiah, but 
Canne more, judiciouſly refers to Gen, xxii. 1, 
here God tried Abraham, not that Abraham 
might know, but that He himſelf might declaratiue- 
ly know what was in Abraham's heart. If the 
word that us . know did refer to Hezekiah, 


mould not the affix () ke or fim have been added 
to ppathus, as it is put to the two preceding 
| wap he left nin, whats to try man? 


b 
Nein Our Lord hinffelf decides the * — 
where he ſays to his belicving diſciples; V 


hell 


| od ſpeak improper- 
ly Should not he have faid, Now angels and 


oever 
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Rall confeſs me before men, him will I alfo confeſs nx- 
FORE MY FATHER who 1s in heaven. But whoſoever 
hall deny me before men, him will 1 alſo deny BErORE 
MY FATHER u ig it heaven. It was undoubtedly 
an attention to this ſcripture, that made Dr. Owen 
lay : * Hereby [by perſonal obedience ] that faith 
whereby me are juſtified ſ as ſinners} 1s evidenced, 
proved, manifeſted ix TEE $1GUT os Cop and man.” 
And yet, aſtoniſhing ! this Paſſage which indirect- 
ly gives up the only real difference there is, be- 
tween Mr. Hill's juſtification by works, and ours; 
this paſſage, which cuts him off from the only 
way he has of making his eſcape (except that b 
which his brother tried to make his own, See 4t 
Check, p. 140) this very paſſage, which makes ſo 
much for my ſentiment, is one of thoſe concern- 
ing which he ſays, Finfhang Stroke, p. 14. Words 
PRUDENTLY expunged by Mr, Fletcher,” when they 
are only words, which for brew ity's ſake I very 
IMPRUDENTLY left out, fince they cut down ſolif- 
dianiſm, even with Dr. Owen's ſword. 

To conclude : Attentive reader, pale 2 
11, where the juſtification of believeis by works be- 
fore God is ſo ſtrongly inſiſted upon : Obſerve 
what is ſaid there of the law of liberty; of believers 
being judged by that law; of the judgment without 
mercy, that ſhall be ſhewn to fallen, mercileſs be- 
lievers according to that law :--Confider that this 
dofrine exactly coincides with the ſermon upon 
the mount, and the epiſtle to the Hebrews—that 
it perfectly tallies with Ez. xviii. xxxiii. Mat. xii, 
xxv. Rom. ii. Gal. vi. &c. and that it is delivered 
to brethren, yea to the beloved brethren of St, James, 
to whom he could ſay, Out of kis own will the fa» 
ther of 8 begat us with the word of truth :- Take 
notice that the charge indirectly brought againſt 
them, is, that they had the faith of our Lord Fefus 
Chrift with reſpect of * ; and that they deceived 
their own ſelves, by noi being as careful doers as they 
_ were diligent kearers of the word: Then look round 


upon 
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upon ſome of our moſt famous believe” ſee how 


foaming, how roaring, how terribl/ _ the bil- 


lows of their partiality, Read © A. dreſs from 


candid proteſtants to the rev. Mr. Fletcher; read 


« The Finiſhing Stroke ; read More work for Mr» 
Weſley;“ read the Checks to antinomianiſm; and 
ſay if there is not as great need to inſiſt upon a 
believer's juſtification by words and works, as there 


was in the days of our Lord and St. James ; and 


if it is not bes, time to ſay to modern believers : 
My 1 e 0 

Chrift with re of perſons---So SPEAK ye, an 

| wes they Aal Malle Tudged by the law of liberty : 
for he ſhall have judgment without mercy, that hath 
fhewed no mercy for with what judgment ye Judge, 
ye ſhall be judged : and with what meaſure ye mete, it 
fall be meaſured to you again by him, that ſhall ren- 
der to every one according to what he has done in the 
body, whether it be good or bad.------But, © candid 
proteſtants have an anfwer ready in their © Ap- 
pxESs :* This is the popiſh doctrine of juſtification by 
works,” and Arminian Methodiſm turned out rank 
Popery at laſt.”--This is a mingle mangle of * the 
Moſt high and mighty, felf-righteous, ſelf-potent, far 
important, ſelf. ſanctifying, felf-juſs ing, and ſelf- 
exalting uuDEY Miniſter*.”---- The misfortune is 
that amidſt theſe witticiſms of * the Proteſtants? 
for it ſeems, the Calvinifts engroſs that name to 
themſelves] we rank Papiſts, ſtill look out for 


arguments; and when we find none, or only ſuch 


as are worſe than none, we {till ſay, Logica Ge- 


nevenſs ! and remain confirmed in our © dreadful 
hereſy,” or rather in our Lord's anti-Calviniltic 
do 


and by thy words thou alt be condemned. 


; End of the Firſt Part. 
® Sce the above mentioned Addreſs from Candid Proteſtants, 


« 


ave not the faith of our Lord Jeſus | 
fo 


rine : By thy words thou ſhalt be Jusririzo, 
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